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Honorable Nancy L. Johnson
House oCRepresentatives
221 Cannon House OCCice Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congresswoman Johnson:

Thank you for your letter expressing concern that certain cable operators'
proposals to discontinue carriage of Connecticut's commercia.i television
stations would violate the 1992 Cable Act.

Pursuant to Congressional mandate, the Commission has adopted must-carry
rules (see enclosure) which provide that television stations located in the
same Arbitron-assigned Area oC Dominant Influence (ADI) as the cable system
generally qualify for must-carry status. IC a cable system serves communities
in more than one county and those counties are assigned to difCerent ADIs, the
cable system will be subject to diCCerent must-carry obligations depending on
the location oC the community served. Where it is technically able to do so,
the cable operator may oCCer different must-carry line-ups in different
communities based on their locations. However, iC the cable system is not
able to alter its channel line-up on a community-by-community basis, the
commercial television stations in both ADIs will be considered local Cor must
carry purposes.

For example, in FairCield County, where the cable system is wholly located in
FairCield County, the New York ADI signals are entitled to must-carry status.
For HartCord-New Haven stations to be granted must-carry rights in the
communities served by the cable system, a petition to modify the television
market oC such stations must be filed for our consideration and our
determination whether they are entitled to such status. For the cable system
that serves communities in both Fairfield and New Haven Counties, the New York
stations are entitled to must-carry rights in the
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ADI designations will be set for a three-year period designed to coincide with
the must-carry/retransmission consent election schedule, but the Commission
may add or subtract communities from a broadcast station's television market
upon written request. We will consider requests for such market modifications
submitted either by a television station or a cable system using the special
relief procedures of 41 C.F.R. Section 16.1. We will begin accepting these
petitions following the publication of the must-carry/retransmission consent
order in the Federal Register. Moreover, as provided in the statute, we will
require that the status quo be maintained with respect to a station that is
the subject of a petition before us during the pt:l!dency of our consideration
of the matter.

I trust that the foregoing and the enclosure are informative.

Sincerely,

A7)'~
Roy J. Stewart
Chief, Mass Media Bureau

Enclosure
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The Honorable James H. Quello
Acting Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Quello:

I am writing to make you aware of my deep concern regarding programming
changes proposed by Cablevision of Connecticut and Cablevision of Southern
Connecticut.

These cable television systems recently informed several connecticut,
television stations, which provide local programming to thousands of viewers, of
their intent to stop carrying these stations on their cable systems. The cable
systems claim that capacity problems exist and, therefore, they must eliminate
"duplicative broadcasts" in order to make room for new "unduplicative
broadcasting."

Congress passed the Cable Act in 1992 to regulate the behavior of the
cable industry. To address problems in local viewing areas, Congress included
language prohibiting cable companies from cancelling broadcaster programing in the
broadcaster's local markets. The Cablevision requests violate this directive and
would cut off access to several important Connecticut television channels to many
Connecticut residents.

Cablevision's intention to create a "Connecticut" channel notwithstanding,
I strongly urge you to reject this type of maneuver and look forward to your
response.

Very truly yours,

/7~ '/"7~
'/~flcf~ v":' /;J1~~·~
Nancy~ Jo~on
Member of Congress
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Thank you for your letter on behalf of Television Station WHSW-TV, Baltimore,
Maryland, concerning provisions in the 1992 Cable Act that require the
Commission to examine whether home shopping stations such as this one operate
in the public interest and whether they should be entitled to must-carry
status on cable television.

For your constituent's information, I have enclosed the Notice of Proposed
Rule Making (HH Docket No. 93-8) in this matter. It includes a discussion of
the criteria to be used in making these determinations and the potential
impact on home shopping stations once regulations have been adopted.

Your comments will be placed in the record of this proceeding so that the
Commission can be mindful of your concerns during its deliberations. I trust
that the foregoing and the enclosure are· informative.

Sincerely,

Roy J. Stewart
Chief, Mass Media Bureau

Enclosure
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Mr. James Quello
Acting Chairman
Federal Communications commission
1919 M street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Quello:

I am writing you at the request of WHSW-TV in Baltimore,
Maryland. It is my understanding that based on language included in
the "Cable Television and Consumer Protection and competition Act"
passed by Congress last year, the FCC is currently reviewing the 'Must
Carry' status of stations, like WHSW-TV, that primarily broadcast
shopping services.

For your information in the process of the FCC review, WHSW-TV on
every other Sunday broadcasts a pUblic affairs show that I produce in
Washington, "Cardin on Congress". This program is similar to those
recorded by many Congresspeople for airing in their home districts. I
host each half-hour show and usually have two guests, another Member of
Congress and a local expert from Maryland, discussing issues pending
before the House of Representatives. I have also been a guest a number
of times on the pUblic affairs show, "In your Interest", that WHSW-TV
produces and airs in Baltimore.

I hope this information will prove of value to the FCC
Commissioners in determining the pUblic interest value of WHSW-TV and
other home shopping stations' broadcasts. Please do not hesitate to
contact me, or Christopher Lynch of my Washington staff, if you have
any questions regarding this matte~.

Sincerel~

~ L. Cardin
Member of Congress

BLC:cwl
cc: Ken Becker, WHSW-TV


